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to White House complaints about an inte}..
ligence failure in_Iran this summer andi}:
fall, State Department and Central Intel}
ligence - Agency . officials -are- chargmg
that key Presidential aides refused to ac.-
cepc any mﬁm of Shah Mohammed"

P
blame:for. the surprise- over: th&sudden:
weakening; 6k the:. Shah’s  regime?is<a
policy that emerged in the mxd-lsso's fors,
bidding: boththe, State. Depart.ment and
-mec.r.A.{mmmakingcontact Witht Ira-
nian- opposition:. mavements: s The: bans
staned‘, mtemsencef’ oﬁ!cials have . .C

- Wammgs About Problems in Iran

R A «-w-

fabout the Stviet. Union, which ‘shares-a
.long border with Iran, particularly in the
£1960's%after the -Shalr expresseqd, suspi--
.cions that some Amenmn agents had es=
‘tablished liaison withi opposition groups..
+Theofticial saxd,o“For more than 10'years
,ygfygbeen unable: to penetr‘ate. the- do--
cupposmon i xran—-it ’s been ano-
no.'.;'&‘*.i Ry :-{q‘.,; _\u:';v,,,,, -
fx KState Department official explamed
that? the :department’s policy was. that
"‘[oudm t talk to theopposition.”™ ;.=
r*;;;l:‘ may not have been written down, ;
.be added, **but it wasa conscious policy.””
ugﬂeand other officials told of two highly |-
fregarded Foreign.Service.officers who

*they said disregarded: that policy.in re-

cépt years and tried to obtain-first-hand

-In a Series of recent | mte.:views. '

! ever, State-Department and intelligence
Jofficials-said that the lack of
mformationwasonlyonemsonforth y
' Administration’s: seeming; mabzhty' to
. quickly perceive the extent of the di
tent in-Iran-when the:-current wave:of
demonstrations and violence began in Tes
beran eariylastmomh. e e

{ niew Brrezinskf, thePruident‘snanonal— :
i security. adviser, and other high-level'o
lﬁcxals gcrduxw:m the’ State;’ ” Departs
‘ment'sam.lysa andcnuqua suggesung
; that the: Shahi;was facing’ growing.
tary, ma!yancﬁ:emnonﬁe pmblemsé.
cause of his’ mmubilllnn-dn)lzat 'program
! i b RN
7 In late- spring; the: scum'sald ;
.Brz'udnskﬁwimmesupponotmhersérﬁ

_permit_ a. State’ Department. reviewt of
“potentiak Iranian problems to: be pladed
:on theagendaforaCabmm-xevel mestin
ona packageo! proposed; armssales to
AtheSh.ah.nu,., —ffk,.ea«m R R e I
i Experts.insthe State- Departmem -and
'cm. said theyhad {agreed to talk optmly
_about inteiligence’activities“in- Iran- be
cause they weré angry and: cancemed'
that the White: House .was “Seekinz ta]
make the intelligence-agency-a scape-

t,awordmedbyanumberofofﬁ--
cials, by suggesting that it had failed to
‘warn President Carter adequately: about ]
last momh's damenstrationsin lran. P

. OrderedtocomthonSoviet Soq 83
© One well-informed." c.m offidlal; san{‘

that the” agenq's‘ many' clandatine
operatives in Irauhad beeu ordered;, ta

| concentrater.-on : obtaining: intgll}genggn

“information on anti-Government move-

¥ pactunmexrareers."ez‘v& R DY 1A
M'As the protests grew in volume and in
{tensity“last ‘year. and- into. the spring;
:C.I'A. officials said, Stansfield Turner,
.the Director of Central Intelligence, con-
“tinued to forbid any reporting on-dissi-
dents out of fear that the agency’s activi-
“ties would be d:scavered by Savak the
"Shah’ssecret police... = "% 5
:; Admiral Turner was quoted by an as-
‘sociate as justifying his refusal to gather
,mformauon on anti-Government: forces:
in Iran on the grounds that *“the chances
of Savak ﬁnd.mg out about xtwere 89 per-|
~ent. < R
; ’.,;‘And thatwmld have Ied'toan interna.
F tional inciden ‘Athe assocxat;was quoted
e ‘ 5

“Savak for reporting on anti-Shah dissent
“among- the. religious, professiopal.and
. student;. groups.- that . were:" considered
l more moderate. The intelligence: agency
- helped train and establish Savak in the
-Jate 1950’s and played a role in its opera-
;tions over the next few years, the olﬁcxals

"""Onlysmcethemu'wtmwxs:ﬁed inre-

“cent: weeks has: the virtual ban on con-
‘tacts with opposition groups been lifted, it
;wassaxd,andm‘ényexpensonhfnmme
: C.I'A. and State Department hdve been
: sent to Teheran to improve the reporting
-by-the American Embassy. A ban was
: still' in effect as of last week, the official
.said, on contacts with d.xssldent Iranians
-outside Iran. «aw
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| plained.that Mr.. Brzezinski apparently}

ana that. was.- ordered” by:. Admiral

‘ments: Both men, they said; received offi- 4 -
cial ‘reprimands and were, summarily §-
. mnsferred from Iran, vm.h' devastatmg

" been. instrumental in circulating storiesi
L. suggesting that the C.L.A. had just con-

5 In fact, the €.1.A: official’said; suchan

STAT

"Y In interviews, the intelligence otficials]
and others singled out Mr: Brzezinski as
having sought to lead an a.tt.ack on, the
agency ‘and Admiral Turner.- .. - >~ 35,

+ Hostility ta Mr. Brzezioski wessepeat.
edly expr&ssed by State Department offi-
-cials involved in arms sales and Iraniang
“affairs. - These-. middle-level officials
madé clear in interviews that they were:
bitterly opposed; some to-a degree not]
equaled since the Vietnam War, to the
Admuustrauon s handling of the crisis.”

- Within the intelligence community it is
widely believed that Mr. Brzezinski
played a key role last month in making
public a note; handwritten by. President]
Carter, that..expressed dissatisfaction
with "the qualityr of political intelli.
gence.” Although’ the- ‘President’s mes-
sage wag directed to Mr. Brzezinski and
Secretary df State €yrus R. Vanceas well
as.Admiral . Turnery: it reportedly had
‘Been aimed at the C.LAZ i

One senior intelligence o!ﬂual com-

had the President convinced that the fail-
uretopredxcrr.he events in Iran was
" Targely the result of the cutback, widely]
criticized at the time; of 800 C.L.A: opera-

Turner in early 1977. In fact, the C. LA, ot
ﬁl:xalsaxd, only. 2’ few‘otmosesm pom-

Mr. Bmzmskx is- kfiow. to have—ne-
cently expressed concera that the C.T.A.
“has been ignoring data: that operatives
‘have collected, data known as “humint,”
for’ “‘human. intelligence,’” and- placing
‘too much emphasis in.its analyses on in-
formation- collected < by electronic: and
technical means. .:n5 08 - fo

- TheCILA. official alsocmnplamed that
‘vthernte House and Mr. Brzezinski had

. cluded an optimistic' intelligence: esti
‘ mate on Iran when the rioting agamst the|
* Shah broke-cut anew in Teheran in eariy]
" November. That estimate was said- mJ
-have: contended that:the-Shah faced'no
significant internal threat- =22 Tairaiad

- estimate did exist, but it had been with
-'drawn from circulation inthe intelligence
commumty and -canceled: by Admiratl
- Turner im: September,* after-objections
~were: raised by-: the'StataDepameng'
Bureauot Inteiligences 1573 v i)

Othersmmwdthatmehrstseo-
tence of the estimate, as circulated in Aus,
" gust,.said .in- etfect: >*TheShah, . who,
Lnrmly holds the reins-of power, will pre
side over a peaceful and prosperous Iram
I for ther next 10 or 15 years.”’ Since early,
’spring; protests and-viclent'demonstra-
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